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Overview

Five findings from the Seattle Social Development Project (SSDP) and
the Intergenerational Project (TIP)

1. Heterogeneity in marijuana use across the lifetime
Parent behavior as a prevention target

Emerging findings on the effect of marijuana legalization on youth
marijuana use

4. Take home points



Finding 1: Lifecourse marijuana use
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Finding 2: Parent marijuana use matters

Children of marijuana

users (compared to ):

a. Are more likely to use
marijuana themselves

b. Have more pro-substance-
use norms

c. Perceive others as more

accepting of substance use
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Finding 2: Parent marijuana use matters
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Finding 3: Parent substance-using behavior
matters (over and above use)
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Finding 3: Parent substance-using behavior
matters (over and above use)
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-inding 4: Heterogeneity in parent marijuana
use patterns and child health
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-inding 4: Heterogeneity in parent marijuana
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Finding 5: Effect of legalization on child
marijuana use (Preliminary findings)
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Finding 5: Effect of legalization on child
marijuana use (Preliminary findings)
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Finding 5: Effect of legalization on child
marijuana use (Preliminary findings)
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3 take home points




Thank you.
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